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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

1. Claims 1-5, and 7-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Maedaetal. (US 6,791,703). 

2. Regarding Claim 1, Maeda et al disclose a method comprising: receiving a user 
selection of one or more print options via a network service (Figs 5A and 5B) (client 
terminal 9 for issuing an operation instruction to the digital copier 1 and a www server 
10 are connected to the network 10a) (col. 4, lines 60-62), wherein the one or more print 
options are identified for subsequent resolution, (Fig. 6) and wherein the one or more 
print options can be applied to one or more other network services (Fig. 6, Print 604, 
Monitor 603, Add Bookmark, 605). 

3. Regarding Claim 2, Maeda et al disclose a method, wherein the network services 
comprises an Internet imaging home page (Fig. 5A) (URL 502 is used to specify the 
domain name of the WWW server at which a home page to be printed is stored) (col. 7, 
lines 12-17). 

4. Regarding Claim 3, Maeda et al disclose a method, wherein the one or more 
other network services comprise one or more other printing services communicatively 
coupled to the network service (Fig. 6, Print 604, Monitor 603, Add Bookmark, 605). 
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5. Regarding Claim 4, Maeda et al disclose a method, further comprising: receiving 
a user-selected name for the one or more print options (Fig. 6, document title 501 ) (co. 
7, lines 9-1 1 ); storing the one or more print options as associated with the user-selected 
name (Fig. 5 is a diagram showing a list of items A that a user can set by using the print 
utility) (col. 7, lines 5-6) (Fig. 7, HTML print option); and allowing subsequent selection 
of the one or more print options by. the user based on the user-selected name (Fig. 5 is 
a diagram showing a list of items A that a user can set by using the print utility) (col. 7, 
lines 5-6) (Fig. 7, HTML print option). 

6. Regarding Claim 5, Maeda et al disclose one or more computer readable media 
having stored thereon a plurality of instructions that, when executed by one or more 
processors, causes the one or more processors to perform acts including: 
communicating a plurality of possible print options to a client computer (Figs 5A and 5B) 
(client terminal 9 for issuing an operation instruction to the digital copier 1 and a www 
server 10 are connected to the network 10a) (col. 4, lines 60-62); receiving a user 
indication of selected ones of the plurality of possible print options (Fig. 5 is a diagram 
showing a list of items A that a user can set by using the print utility) (col. 7, lines 5-6); 
receiving an identifier, indicated by the user, associated with the selected print options 
(Fig. 6, document title) (co. 7, lines 9-11); saving the selected print options with the 
associated identifier (Fig. 6, Option File 505) (option file 505 is a file in which all the 
conditions set by the print utility are stored) (col. 7, lines 27-31); and making the 
selected print options subsequently available to the user for configuring of a plurality of 
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printers (Fig. 6, Printer address 503) (printer address 503 is the network address of a 
digital copier) (co. 7, lines 18-20). 

7. Regarding Claim 7, Maeda et al disclose one or more computer readable media, 
wherein the making further comprises making the selected print options subsequently 
available for user-selection by the identifier associated with the selected print options 
(Fig. 5 is a diagram showing a list of items A that a user can set by using the print utility) 
(col. 7, lines 5-6) (Fig. 7, HTML print option). 

8. Regarding Claim 8, Maeda et al disclose one or more computer readable media, 
further comprising saving a plurality of sets of selected print options and associated 
identifiers (option file 505 is a file in which all the conditions set by the print utility are 
stored) (col. 7, lines 27-31 ), and making each of the plurality of sets of selected print 
options subsequently available to the user for configuring of a plurality of printers 
(printer address 503 is the network address of a digital copier) (co. 7, lines 18-20). 

9. Regarding Claim 9, Maeda et al disclose a graphical user interface comprising: a 
plurality of portions illustrating user-selectable print options and graphical mechanisms 
via which a user can select the print options (Figs. 6-10)); an additional user-input 
mechanism via which the user can input an identifier of the selected print options (Fig. 
6, Document title 501); and another graphical mechanism via which the user can 
indicate a desire to save the selected print options as associated with the identifier and 
for subsequent provision to a plurality of printers (Fig. 6, Option File 505, Printer 
Address 503). 
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10. Regarding Claim 10, Maeda et al disclose a graphical user interface, wherein 
one or more of the graphical mechanisms in the plurality of portions comprises a 
checkbox (Fig. 7, Page options). 

1 1 . Regarding Claim 1 1 , Maeda et al disclose a graphical user interface, wherein 
one or more of the graphical mechanisms in the plurality of portions comprises a data 
input box via which the user can input alphanumeric characters (Fig. 6, Document title, 
URL, etc.). 

12. Regarding Claim 12, Maeda et al disclose a graphical user interface, wherein the 
identifier of the selected print options comprises a user-specified name (Fig. 6, 
Document title). 

13. Regarding Claim 13, Maeda et al disclose a graphical user interface, wherein the 
other graphical mechanism comprises a user-selectable on-screen button (Figs. 7-10, 
OK, Cancel). 

14. Regarding Claim 14, Maeda et al disclose a graphical user interface, wherein the 
graphical mechanisms in the plurality of portions include one or more of: a check box, a 
radio button, a list box, an editable text box, a command button, a drop-down list, a 
popup menu, a spinner, and a slider (Figs 6-10). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

15. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

16. Claims 6 and 15-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Maeda et al. in view of Davis et al. (US 2002/0059489). 

17. Regarding Claim 6, Maeda et al fail to teach one or more computer readable 
media, wherein each of the plurality of print options is not specific to a particular printer. 

Davis et al teach one or more computer readable media, wherein each of the 
plurality of print options is not specific to a particular printer (local computer can use the 
remote printer regardless of the local computer's operating system-even if no printer 
driver exists) (page 4, paragraph [0040]). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Maeda with the teachings of Davis to 
allow remote printing regardless of the specifics of the particular printer. 

18. Regarding Claim 15, Maeda et al teach one or more computer readable media 
having stored thereon a plurality of instructions that, when executed by one or more 
processors, causes the one or more processors to perform acts including: receiving an 
indication of one of a plurality of sets of print options to be used in printing a document 
irrespective of a printer on which the document is to be printed (Figs 5A and 5B) (client 
terminal 9 for issuing an operation instruction to the digital copier 1 and a www server 
10 are connected to the network 10a) (col. 4, lines 60-62); receiving an indication of one 
of a plurality of printers on which the document is to be printed (Fig. 5 is a diagram 
showing a list of items A that a user can set by using the print utility) (col. 7, lines 5-6); 
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Maeda et al fail to teach communicating the indicated set of print options to the 
indicated printer irrespective of whether the printer supports one or more of the print 
options identified in the set of print options. 

Davis et al teach communicating the indicated set of print options to the indicated 
printer irrespective of whether the printer supports one or more of the print options 
identified in the set of print options (local computer can use the remote printer 
regardless of the local computer's operating system-even if no printer driver exists) 
(page 4, paragraph [0040]). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Maeda with the teachings of Davis to 
allow remote printing regardless of the specifics of the particular printer. 

19. Regarding Claim 16, Maeda et al teach one or more computer readable media, 
wherein the plurality of instructions further cause the one or more processors to perform 
acts including: determining, based on the indication of the one printer on which the 
document is to be printed, (Fig. 6, printer address 503) which of the print options in the 
indicated set of print options is supported by the one printer; and communicating, for 
display to the user, an indication of which of the print options in the indicated set of print 
options is supported by the one printer (Fig. 7, Print option). 

20. Regarding Claim 17, Maeda et al teach one or more computer readable media, 
wherein the plurality of instructions further cause the one or more processors to perform 
acts including: determining, based on the indication of the one printer on which the 
document is to be printed (Fig. 6, printer address 503), which of the print options in the 
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indicated set of print options is supported by the one printer; and communicating, for 
display to the user, an indication of which of the print options in the indicated set of print 
options is not supported by the one printer (Fig. 7, Print option). 
21 . Regarding Claim 18, Maeda et al fail to teach one or more computer readable 
media, wherein the plurality of instructions further cause the one or more processors to 
perform acts including: determining, for each of the plurality of printers, which of the 
print options in the indicated set of print options is supported by the printer; identifying 
one or more of the plurality of printers that support the most print options in the 
indicated set of print options; and communicating, for display to the user, the identified 
one or more printers. 

Davis et al teach one or more computer readable media, wherein the plurality of 
instructions further cause the one or more processors to perform acts including: 
determining, for each of the plurality of printers, which of the print options in the 
indicated set of print options is supported by the printer ("printer discovery process") 
(page 2, paragraph [0025]); identifying one or more of the plurality of printers that 
support the most print options in the indicated set of print options ("printer discovery 
process") (page 2, paragraph [0025]); and communicating, for display to the user, the 
identified one or more printers (application 42 sends the document to file manager 44 
with specific destination printer and print option information) (page 2, paragraph [0025]), 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Maeda with the teachings of Davis to 
allow remote printing regardless of the specifics of the particular printer. 
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22. Regarding Claim 19, Maeda et al teach a system comprising: a network interface 
configured to allow the system to communicate with one or more other systems via a 
network Figs 5A and 5B) (client terminal 9 for issuing an operation instruction to the 
digital copier 1 and a www server 10 are connected to the network 10a) (col. 4, lines 60- 
62); and a printer configuration user interface, communicatively coupled to the network 
interface, wherein the printer configuration user interface is configured to allow a user of 
a client interface to select print options and group the selection together as a 
configuration associated with a particular name (Figs. 6-10). 

Maeda et al fail to teach a system, wherein the printer configuration user 
interface is further configured to allow the user to select print options without regard for 
print options supported by a printer that the user can subsequently print to. 

Davis et al teach a system, wherein the printer configuration user interface is 
further configured to allow the user to select print options without regard for print options 
supported by a printer that the user can subsequently print to (local computer can use 
the remote printer regardless of the local computer's operating system-even if no printer 
driver exists) (page 4, paragraph [0040]). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Maeda with the teachings of Davis to 
allow remote printing regardless of the specifics of the particular printer. 

23. Regarding Claim 20, Maeda et al teach a system, further comprising: a print user 
interface, communicatively coupled to the network interface, wherein the printer user 
interface is configured to allow the user to select one of the configurations by its 
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associated name, and further configured to allow the user to select a printer that is to be 
used to print a document using the configuration (Fig. 6, Document title 501 , Printer 
address 503). 

24. Regarding Claim 21 , Maeda et al fail to teach a system, wherein the print user 
interface is further configured to allow the user to select one of the configurations 
without regard for print options supported by the printer that is to be used to print the 
document. 

Davis et al teach a system, wherein the print user interface is further configured 
to allow the user to select one of the configurations without regard for print options 
supported by the printer that is to be used to print the document (local computer can 
use the remote printer regardless of the local computer's operating system-even if no 
printer driver exists) (page 4, paragraph [0040]). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Maeda with the teachings of Davis to 
allow remote printing regardless of the specifics of the particular printer. 

25. Regarding Claim 22, Maeda et al teach a method, implemented in a print service 
coupled to a network, the method comprising: receiving, from a device in the network, a 
print request identifying both a document to be printed and a set of desired print options, 
wherein the set of desired print options includes a corresponding setting for one or more 
of the desired print options (Figs. 6-10) 

26. Maeda et al fail to teach a method, checking whether a printer corresponding to 
the print service supports the desired print options; and for each option in the set of 
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desired print options, applying the setting corresponding to the option if the printer 
supports the print option, and ignoring the setting corresponding to the option if the 
printer does not support the print option. 

Davis et al teach a method, checking whether a printer corresponding to the print 
service supports the desired print options; and for each option in the set of desired print 
options, applying the setting corresponding to the option if the printer supports the print 
option, and ignoring the setting corresponding to the option if the printer does not 
support the print option ("printer discovery process") (page 2, paragraph [0025]). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Maeda with the teachings of Davis to 
allow remote printing regardless of the specifics of the particular printer. 

27. Regarding Claim 23, Maeda et al fail to teach a method, wherein the print service 
comprises a print server corresponding to the printer. 

Davis et al teach a method, wherein the print service comprises a print server 
corresponding to the printer (relay server 28). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have combined the teachings of Maeda with the teaching of 
Davis to use a print server to identify the print options for the printer. 

28. Regarding Claim 24, Maeda et al teach a method, wherein the print service is 
implemented at the printer (digital copier 1). 

29. Regarding Claim 25, Maeda et al fail to teach a method, wherein the applying 
comprises applying the setting corresponding to the print option if the printer supports 
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the print option without regard for whether the printer is currently capable of carrying out 
the print option. 

Davis et al teach a method, wherein the applying comprises applying the setting 
corresponding to the print option if the printer supports the print option without regard for 
whether the printer is currently capable of carrying out the print option (local computer 
can use the remote printer regardless of the local computer's operating system-even if 
no printer driver exists) (page 4, paragraph [0040]). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Maeda with the teachings of Davis to 
allow remote printing regardless of the specifics of the particular printer. 

Conclusion 

30. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Wikloff et al. (US 6,618,162) disclose an apparatus and method to configure a 
device, such as a printer, over a network. 

Fujitani et al. (US 2001/0034747) disclose remote printing systems and methods 
for portable digital devices. 

Dutta (US 2002/0135800) discloses a method and system for pre-print 
processing of web-based document to reduce printing costs. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Satwant K. Singh whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7468. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday 8am - 
4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kimberly A. Williams can be reached on (571 ) 272-7471 . The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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